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o FUNDING ‘IN_ _C__HIALVEAN':' 1970 '?RE§_ID_EN‘I‘IAI_¢ ELECTION

A

(1) The Agency refused an- ITT request ‘to channel

BLNE " funds to.the Alessandri. campaign but did advise -
ITT thatﬁrwlded a secure and .
T _ :eliable_m or und1ng Alessandrl. _

e (2) e fc 3 .
oL ~ were aware o e |
. through the baccount:,‘.

None of these 1nd1v1dua15 have

used operatio

that these individuals were aware of the: adV1sory _
‘ ‘role played by the Agency in thls fund1ng.
3 ‘

At the suggestlon of Santlago‘ tlon, an ITT _‘

Vilatter t0]

.(4)7'The follow1ng "t1e -in s" ex1st between the Agency
and ITT concernlng the 1970 electlon campalgn.

Ca. C/WHD met w1th Harold Geneen, and other
- -ETT officials to discuss: ITT's proposed
funding ‘of the campaign:and review the
o ,_general Chllean 51tuat10n.l R

- b. ITT representatlves
~ " maintained close contact wi _
. Station throughout the 1870 electoral" campalgn
.and consulted with the Station on ITT's
..proposals to support Alessandrl.



(5) It is not clear whether e PN was aware of the
oriiinal source of the- assed through




- ITT FUNDING OF EL MERCURIO FEB. - APRIL 1972 o

= @

@)

.(3)7

RO

ITT commltted 1tse1f to pay El Mercurlo $300 OOOi‘lq

and made -an initial deposit of: R in.
February 1972. A second deposit of $100, 000

" was delayed:.and finally cancelled as a result ofr-'”
,the Anderson dlsclosures.' : : o

The only information this Agency has on the -

nding was obtained from

tIn addition to the 1972 fundlng of El Mercurlo _
described above, eported tH_f an unf..;} o

specified amount meunds.were given 't
El Mercurio during the latter part of -1970.

No details are available on this. 1970 funding
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